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COMMENTS ON STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 



Applicants respectfully submit these Comments on the Statement of Reasons for 



Allowance mailed June 1, 2007 in connection with the Notice of Allowance of the above- 
identified patent application. 



The Statement of Reasons for Allowance at Pg. 3 provides in pertinent part that: 

The closest cited art — WO 96/33135 — fails to anticipate or render 
obvious, alone or in any proper combination, the reflector 
including at least one diminishing radii of curvature transitioning 
to corresponding constant radii portions, wherein the bulb is 
positioned adjacent the conduit — within the lamp assemblies of 
claims 32 and 71. This limitation is shown in e.g. applicant's 
figures 21B and 22, wherein reference no. 434 indicates the 
constant radii portion and 436 the diminishing radii portion. In 
WO '135, the reflector is elliptical and necessarily precludes a 
constant radii portion since the radius of an ellipse continually 
changes; therefore, also in WO '135, the bulb cannot be placed 
adjacent a constant radii portion. 

Applicants respectfully point out that with respect to independent claim 32, WO 



96/33135, as well as all the other cited art, fails to anticipate or render obvious the subject matter 
of that amended claim because those references fail to disclose, teach or suggest that diminishing 
radii of curvature transition at locations opposite the curvature peak to corresponding constant 
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radii portions of the reflector assembly, wherein the conduit is positioned adjacent at least one of 
the constant radii portions. Not only does WO '135 preclude the bulb being placed adjacent the 
constant radii portion, but this reference also precludes the conduit being positioned adjacent at 
least one of the constant radii portions and vice versa. 

With respect to independent claim 71, Applicants point out that WO 96/33135 as 
well as all the other cited art, fails to anticipate or render obvious the subject matter of that 
amended claim because those references fail to disclose, teach or suggest at least one of the 
plurality of diminishing radii of curvature that transition at an inflection point to corresponding 
constant radii portions, at least one of the constant radii portions being adjacent the conduit. In 
addition, not only does WO '135 preclude the bulb being placed adjacent the constant radii 
portion, it also precludes the constant radii portions being adjacent the conduit and vice versa. 
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